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Title III licenses for this special "service option," the

Commission remains statutorily bound to protect those licensees and

their subscribers. Where record evidence shows that a company like

Capitol poses a direct, unnecessary threat to individualized PCP

service, the FCC must fashion appropriate relief in the public's

interest on a case-by-case basis. See 47 C.F.R. § 90.l73(b).

In this case, adequate relief is available, and can be readily

obtained. RAM is not "seek [ing] to exclude competition," cf.

Capitol Opposition at 2, rather, it is welcoming competition that

does not cause unnecessary harmful interference to existing PCP

users. If Capitol really wants to "compete" as a PCP service

company, it could not honestly have any objections to competing on

a perfectly "fungible," virtually unused, high power PCP frequency.

III. NABER Has Agreed to Reconsider its Frequency
Rec~d.tion at the C~ission's Request.

Capitol contends that "there is thus no reason for NABER's

recommendation to be disturbed or justified further ••.. " (Capitol

Opposition at 2). Capitol has ignored the fact that NABER has

already expressed its willingness to review the changed

circumstances in this proceeding to determine if a more appropriate

frequency could be assigned to Capitol. (See RAM Petition at 5).

Capitol has had ample opportunity to explain why it should

p.refer the 152.480 frequency over the high-power 157.740 frequency;

yet, it has conspicuously failed to do so. In truth, Capitol would

h~ve to admit that the frequencies are identical, with the
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exception that 157.740 is far less congested than 152.480. Thus,

the FCC has no reason to believe that Capitol's preference is

legitimate, reasonable, or in the public's interest.

RAM reasoned that "it simply makes no sense to risk

interference to thousands of subscribers on the 152.480 frequency"

now that an additional high power frequency is virtually unused and

available. ( RAM Petition at 5). Capitol made no attempt to

explain why its preference "makes sense." The simple fact is: it

doesn't.

Because of changed circumstances in this proceeding, the

Commission can easily provide interference protection to thousands

of subscribers on 152.480 systems in the subject service areas by

a simple exercise of its Title III licensing authority: the

Commission should ask NABER to update its frequency recommendation

to recommend that Capitol be licensed on the high power 157.740

frequency.

oooooc
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CONCLUSION

WHEREFORE, for all the foregoing reasons, RAM Technologies

respectfully requests that the Commission notify NABER of the

changed circumstances in this proceeding, and request an updated

frequency recommendation consistent with this Petition.

By: Frederick M.
Its Counsel

JOYCE & JACOBS
2300 M Street, N.W.
Eighth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20037

Date: September 21, 1990 (202) 457-0100
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Frederick M. Joyce, do hereby certify that on 21st day of
September, 1990, copies of the foregoing Reply to Opposition to
Petition fOF Reconsideration were mailed, postage prepaid, to the
following:

Ralph Haller, Chief
Private Radio Bureau
Federal Communications Comm.
2025 M Street, NW, Room 5002
Washington, D.C. 20554

Richard J. Shiben, Chief
Land Mobile & Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau
Federal Communications Comm.
2025 M Street, N.W., Room 5202
Washington, D.C. 20554

Terry L. Fishel, Chief
Land Mobile Branch
Private Radio Bureau
Federal Communications Comm.
Gettysburg, PA 17326

Kenneth E. Hardman, Esq.
2033 M Street, N.W.
Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20036

Jay Kitchen, President
National Association of
Business & Educational Radio
1501 Duke Street, Suite 200
Alexandria, VA 22314
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;';AHl i.. r'ERKINS
7TH DISTIlICT. KENTUCKY

_1004 LONGWOUH BUILDING
WASHINGTON. DC 20515

{2021 225-4935
~ongrt•• of tbt l1nittb .tatt.

.ou't of Btprt'tntatibt'
.llbington. :at: 20515

September 10, 1990

EDUCATION AND LABOR

SCIENCE. SPACE. AND TECHNOLOGY

ORIGINAL

Ralph A. Haller, Chief
Private Radio Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: Capitol Radiotelephone
PCP Application
File *0190207

Dear Mr. Haller:

I am writing to you on behalf of my constituent, RAM
Technologies, Inc., a Kentucky corporation, concerning a
problem within the Federal Communications Commission's
jurisdiction. Having met with the President of the company,
Mr. Robert A. Moyer, Jr~, and having reviewed the facts in
this matter, I firmly believe that the FCC can readily
resolve this problem to everyone's benefit.

~ Technologies operates a private carrier paging
system, based in Ashland, KY, which serves over 7000 cus­
tomers throughout Kentucky, Ohio, and West Virginia. The
service is licensed by the FCC on a shared private radio
frequency, although that frequency is already highly con­
gested with paging customers. RAM had opposed a grant of
that license because of evidence that Capitol, which is al­
ready licensed on "clear" common carrier frequencies, in-'-:
tended to cause harmful interference to RAM's service.
Despite that evidence, and despite congestion on 'the
frequency, the FCC apparently granted Capitol's application
by letter dated August 9, 1990 (attached hereto).

Although it is possible that Capitol will eventua~ly

comply with its legal obligation to avoid cau$tng harmful .
interference to co-channel licensees, I would r~ther s~ethe
FCC take action to ensure that such harm does n<1b occur in
the first place. Certainly, the FCC has a statutory·:.ob~,­
ligation under Title III of the Communications Act of 1934
to "prevent interference between stations." 47 U.S.C. 303
(f). It is my understanding that, due to recent FCC rule
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Sincer,ely', /!

,I

t'

revisions, a ready solution is available.

Apparently, the FCC recently amended its rules to allow
high power paging operations on the 157.740 MHz frequency.
Consequently, that frequency is now comparable to the
152.480 frequency in every way. It is also my understanding
that the 157.740 frequency has very little air "traffic" on
it.

RAM Technologies has filed a Petition for Reconsidera­
tion with the Commission requesting that Capitol be assigned
a license on that underutilized frequency. This strikes me
as an eminently appropriate action to take to protect thou­
sands of customers from sUffering a degradation of their
paging service, while enabling Capitol to provide service on
a high power paging frequency. /

, I

/ '/'-'-
CarrC~ perkins, M.C.

CCP:cm
cc: Kenneth E. Hardman, Esq.

(Counsel for Capitol Radiotelephone)
Frederick M. Joyce, Esq.

(Counsel for RAM Technologies, Inc.)
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KENNETH E. HARDMAN, P.C.
~ .. ~,N.W.

Suns 400
WMaNCI'ION, D.C. 20038

l2OZ1223-3772

December 4, 1990

ORIGINAL

Ms. Donna R. Searcy
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

RECEIVED

'DEC 4 - 190

Attention:
FednIComIuIicIIIIIln ComnaIion

Ms. Carol Fox Foelak, Chief OIIIClIoflheSecttIlty
Compliance Branch
Private Radio Bureau

Dear Ms. Searcy:

This afternoon I received in the mail a copy of a letter dated
November 28, 1990, from Frederick M. Joyce, counsel for RAM
Technologies, Inc. to Ms. Carol Fox Foelak. In that letter RAM
makes certain allegations of misconduct by my client Capitol
Radiotelephone Company, Inc. d/b/a Capitol Paging. The letter
was delayed in arriving at my office because it was sent to an
incorrect address, despite the fact that m¥ correct address is
reflected in the record in the proceedings ~n File No. 0190207,
in which Mr. Joyce is contesting the grant of a PCP license on
152.48 to Capitol Paging, and which is also the subject in part
of Mr. Jo¥~ets letter.

In any event, Capitol Paging absolutely and categorically denies
RAM's allegations. See copy of the Declaration of J. Michael
Raymond annexed hereto. Further, Capitol paging recommends that
the Commission investigate whether principals or agents of RAM
have either fabricated their allegations of misconduct, entirely,
or are themselves culpable of the misconduct they a.cribe ,to
Capitol. This is a very serious matter and Capitol strenuously
urges the Commission to ~nvestigate fully and severely punish the
cUlpable party, whether it is Mr. Moyer or someone else.

uly ,urs,

~~r..-r11y~"
KENNETH E. HARpMAN, P .C.

cc: Mr. Richard J. Shiben
Ms. Carol Fox Foelak
Mr. Jerold Feldman
Frederick M. Joyce, Esquire



, Feclerctl Communications Commission
'I;
)Iloe!l:et No."j"3 - :13\ Exhib;' ~o. (''=f - I I
~Plesented by __ ( C:-T-' -l:-._~-e::.. _

I , ldelltlbed ~E8 0 2 $
.,DiJPosition ) Received. V ~ \q \~_
II { Rejected

!;Repolter. LA.....~~ _

r)_'lle_~U1 ~_~~~_~, J



DECLARATION OF J. MICHAEL RAYMOND

My name is J. Michael Raymond, and I am a Vice President and

Chief Operating Officer of Capitol Radiotelephone Company, Inc.

d/b/a Capital Paging, whose principal offices are located at 1420

Kanawha Boulevard East, Charleston, West Virginia 25301. I have

read the letter to Carol Fox Foelak dated November 28, 1990 from

Frederick M. Joyce, counsel for RAM Technologies, Inc., together

with the affidavits of Robert A. Moyer, Jr., Raymon A. Bobbitt

and Forrest A. Collier attached thereto. In that letter RAM

accuses Capitol Paging of having retransmitted paging messages

from its Radio Common Carrier system on 152.51 MHz onto the

Private Carrier paging frequency 152.48 MHz in the Charleston

area during the period Thursday, November 15, 1990 through

Sunday, November 18, 1990, and having otherwise interfered with

RAM's transmissions.

RAM's allegations that Capitol Paging has retransmitted

traffic from 152.51 MHz to 152.48 MHz and has otherwise inter-

fered with RAM's transmissions, or that someone acting on Capitol

Paging'S behalf has done so, are absolutely and categorically

false. Quite to the contrary, in my opinion, if in fact such

interference occurred as claimed by RAM, most likely the person

who did so was commissioned for the task by RAM or its owner in

an attempt to lend credence to RAM's prior claims in opposition

to Capitol's PCP license application.

I do agree with RAM that serious misconduct has evidently

occurred in this matter, and that the FCC should immediately

investigate and severely punish the cUlpable party.

- 1 -

However,
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neitner Capitol Paging nor anyone under its control is r ••pon­

sible for such misconduct.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoinq i.

true and correct. Executed thi.

- 2 -



ORIGINAL

TELECOPIEA (202) 331-0174

2033 ... STREET, N. W.

SUITE 400 MARYLAND O,.,.ICE

FECC "Le, ,A >;'!!,ISSIJN B701 GEORGIAAIIENUE
WASHINGTON, O. C. 20038 v' - .: SUITE 200

(202) 785-8200 StJI,::ii.:1f SILliER SPRING,"'O 20Sll0

L.AW OFFICES OF 1"1 ,.' ~ ..• 1.':D
KNOPF & BURKA

HA~ '5 lSI
ROBERT A. BUlitKA

NORMAN G. KNOPF'

OAIiIO W. BROWN

BARRY 5. SHANOF'"

SUSAN G. GOLOBERG'

OENNIS M. CATE+

·AL.O ADMITTED IN M"RYLAND

+ADMITTED IN MD." VA. ONLY

KENNETH E. HAROMAN

01' COUN.EL

writer'S Direct Dial:
(202) 223-3772

March 15, 1991

Ms. Donna R. Searcy
Secretary
Pederal Communications commission
1919 M Street, H.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Attention: Carol Pox Poelalt
Chief, Compliance Branch
Land Mobile and Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau

Re: 7320-02/LJF-90038

Dear Ms. Searcy:

Enclosed herewith is the Declaration of J. Michael Raymond
denying the material allegations of interference contained in the
complaint by RAM Techologies, Inc. dated March 5, 1991. The
Declaration shows, in substance, that the complaint is no more
than another trumped up charge by RAM.

The response to RAM's complaint was delayed until todey, so that
current inforaation also could be provid~ in the o.claration
concerning interference caused by RAM' s transmissi~ns,. Also
enclosed is the Declaration of Calvin R~ Basham'pOinting out
RAM's history of causing harmful interference to co-channel
licensees on 152.48 MHz in the Charleston area.

It should be evident bf this tiDe that RAM has DO intention of
complying with the Commlossion's rule that 152.48 MHz-i, available
only on a shared basis to licensees, and that RAM, 'likewise has no
intention of COOPerating with co-channel licensees to ~n~ze or
avoid interference to each other. To the cQntr~ry, it is
apparent that RAM has embarked on a deliberate, .caJ;cu;lated
campaign to drive other licensees off the channel in an a~tempt

to secure protected status for the channel comparable to that
afforded radio common carriers under Part 22 of the rules.
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Ms. Donna R. Searcy
March 1S, 1991
Page Two

RAM obviously is not lawfully entitled to such protection. If
RAM is unwilling to comply w~th the rules that do apply to its
use of the channel, it should forfeit its license.--

As a separate matter, I aa in receipt of a letter dated March 7,
1991 fro. Mr. Haller to CongressDHm Perkins, which adverts to an
inquiry fro. the Congressman that apparently triggered the March
7 letter. I was not served with a copy of any inquiry by the
Congressman and have never received any such copy. I call this
.atter to your attention so that if the ex parte co_unication
was improper, you may take such action as is appropriate.

Very truly yours,

CAPITOL RADIOTELEPHONE COMPANY,
INC. d/b/a CAPITOL PAGING

By~a ..
tteIiiietB:iia~~P•C.

Its Attorney

Enclosures

cc: Frederick M. Joyce, Esquire

000002



DECLARATION OF J. MICHAEL RAYMOND

My name is J. Michael Raymond. I am a Vice President of

Capitol Radiotelephone Company, Inc. d/b/a Capitol Paging

(Capitol Paging), with its principal office at 1420 Kanawha

Boulevard East, Charleston, West virginia. Capitol Paging is the

licensee of WNSX646, a private carrier paging station operating

on 152.48 MHz in Charleston and Huntington, West Virginia. I

have reviewed the Declaration of A. Dale Capehart dated March 5,

1991, concerning an alleged incident of interference to RAM

Technologies, Inc., and the letter to the FCC dated March 5, 1991

from Frederick M. Joyce, to which the Capehart Declaration was

attached.

For the past several weeks, while Capitol Paging was

modifying a terminal and'installing control facilities for its

PCP system, Capitol's base station transmitters on 152.48 MHz in

Charleston and Huntington have been equipped to automatically

identify themselves in accordance with FCC rules. Identification

occurs every 15 minutes, and takes no more than a second of time

to accomplish. No change to this situation had occurred by

March 4, 1991 when Capehart called me to complain about our

transmitter ID supposedly causing interference to RAM's paging

transmissions.

Although RAM personnel in general, and Capehart in

particular, can be extremely difficult and often unpleasant to

deal with, I attempted to be cooperative and to try to resolve

Capehart's problem. The upshot of my conversations with

Capehart on March 4 was that I agreed to try to get a technician

- 1 -
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out to the Huntington transmitter that day. However, I was

unable to do so. Therefore, since Capehart states in his

declaration that the interference problem was fixed by about 7:30

p.m. the night of March 4, it is obvious that the claimed

interference was not actually caused by Capitol Paging in the

first place.

Also, since the ID transmission takes only a fraction of a

second to begin with, it is impossible to understand how any such

transmission could have "caused serious damage to RAM's PCP's

service by blocking transmissions and causing the loss of paging

messages," as claimed in Mr. Joyce's letter. In fact, if a

transmitter ID comes on during a paging, only a small portion of

the page receives any static; the page itself is not wiped out.

Furthermore, RAM's trans~itters on 152.48 MHz are much more

powerful than Capitol Paging's transmitters, which is another

reason it is virtually impossible that Capitol Paging could have

caused the type of interference claimed by RAM.

It is also absolutely ludicrous that RAM should complain

about interference from Capitol Paging or any other co-channel

licensee, because it is RAM that systematically interferes with

transmissions by other licensees on 152.48 MHz. Attached hereto

is a statement by Calvin R. Basham attesting to the fact that

when his company, Communication Service, Inc. (CSI) attempted to

build up a PCP paging business on 152.48 in the Charleston area,

RAM kept interfering CSI's pages to the point that all of CSI's

customers were driven off of the channel.

- 2 -
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Capitol Paging also is being victimized by interference from

RAM's transmitters on 152.48 MHz. Capitol Paging initiated its

PCP service on 152.48 MHz on Tuesday, March 12, 1991. Since that

time and continuing to date, RAM has repeatedly initiated paging

transmission while a page by Capitol Paging is in progress. In

addition, RAM has also respeatedly tied up the channel for as

much as 15 minutes continuously at a time, and has failed to shut

its transmitters down after three minutes as required by FCC

rules. This is another form of interference because it blocks

Capitol's pages from being transmitted.

The Commission should also be aware that Capehart put in an

emergency call to me on Saturday morning March 9, 1991, about

8:00 a.m., to complain about some interference to RAM's PCP

transmissions from a religious broadcasting station. (Why he

felt impelled to put in an emergency call to me on a Saturday

morning when he knew that Capitol was not responsible for his

problem was never explained). In any event, during the course of

that conversation, Capehart admitted that RAM has taken its off­

the-air monitor off of its PCP system so that RAM could blot out

the claimed interference.

I advised him at that time that Capitol would be starting

its PCP paging service on 152.48 MHz on Monday, March 11, 1991,

and that I expected RAM to have its off-the-air monitoring

equipment fixed and functioning by Monday morning. As it turned

out, Capitol Paging was not able to start service until Tuesday

morning, March 12, but it was evident at that time that RAM still

had not put its monitoring equipment back on its system.

- 3 -
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Secause of the interference to Capitol Paging's

transmis.ions which was beinq caused by RAM's transmissions, I

called Capehart on Tuesday to try to qet the interference

stopped. Capehart absolutely refused to cooperate, and inste.d

became belligerent, abusive and profane. RAK's interference to

Capitol'. transmissions continues, and it is evident that RAM

Itill has not put its inhibitors back on its system.

I have also investigated Capehart'. claim that a Capitol

Paging aal.sperson predicted that RAM would have problems with

their paging system starting March 4. So far as I have been able

to determine, the claimed incident did not happen and is a

fabrication by RAM as well.

RAM's behavior to date makes it clear that it has no

intention of permitting any co-channel licena.e to ahare the use ..

of 1!2 •.e MHz in the Charleston area, even though it is required

to do so by FCC rule.. Since it has demonstrated a repeated

unwillingness to abide by FCC rules, its license to operate

should simply be revoked.

:

true

I declare under penalty of perjury rBat

and correct. Executed this~ d.v of
f.

- 4 -
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DECLARATION OF CALVIN R. BASHAM

My name is Calvin R. Basham, and I am President of

Communication Service, Inc. (CSI), Charleston, west Virginia.

Among other things, CSI is a Private Carrier paging system

licensed for 152.48 MHz in Charleston and four other sites on

station WNLM930. I am aware that RAM Technologies has complained

to the FCC that Capitol Paging allegedly caused interference to

RAM's paging transmissions on 152.48 MHz; and I wanted to remind

the FCC of my experience on that channel with interference by

RAM.

CSI attempted to use WNLM930 to build up a private carrier

paging business in the Charleston area. However, more than a

year ago, when RAM Technologies started operating on the same

channel, RAM started interfering with CSI's pages. RAM

repeatedly started transmitting its own pages when CSI's

transmitter was in the middle of transmitting a CSI page; and RAM

would transmit pages continuously for several minutes at a time,

far more than the three minutes permitted by FCC rules. The

effect of this was to block CSI's transmitters -- which were

properly equipped with inhibitors -- from going on air with CSI

pages, thereby making it virtually impossible for CSI's customers

to use its system. As a result of RAM's interference, CSI lost

all of its customers on 152.48 MHz.

I complained to the FCC about RAM's interference at the

time. However, the only response was a suggestion by Mr. Jerry

Franz that RAM and CSI try to cooperate with each other. What

the FCC has to realize, however, is that RAM has never shown any

- 1 -
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inclination to cooperate with any co-channel licensee. Instead,

it is not .atisfied unle•• it has the entire channel to itself.

Sased on my own experience with RAM, it is ridiculous that RAM

should be accusinq someone el.e of interference. So far a. I am

aware, it is RAM and only RAM that has been causing interference

in the Charleston area on 152.48 MHz.

I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing

i. true and correct. Executed the /~day of March, 1991.

a - ~
.#;'-,~-Z~ _~~'F .,~---

Ca vin R.. Ba.bam

- 2 -
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TECHNOLOGIES, .INc.

ORIGINAL
March 19, 1991

Mr. Mike Raymond
Capitol Paging
1420 Kanawha Blvd., East
Charteston, WV 25301

Dear Mike:

This letter is to confirm our coftversation todAy. While both
our paging Bystems are busy-out monitoring, there is still the
pos.ibility of collisions as you heard today. This happens when
both ~ransmitters begin to transmit simultaneoully.

We can raduce the possibility of this happening by wire-line
connecting our paging terminal with yours. As I told you on the
phone we 'oliO 'd be glad to havG"our engineer talk to yours and
work this. • \-le would havo to rent a phone 1 ine from
Charleston, ~cSt Virginia to A~hland, Kentucky and each pay half.

Plee.G let me know if r can be of further assistanca.

Sincecely

O\)~~
A. Dale Capehart
SalOl

AOC/tlw

• LONG DISTANCE
TELEPHONI SAve..S

FedeIal Communications CommiSslon

- No.&b -'1', L Exhibit Nf~:'"f~:2
Pat8ented by: ~ c.'*'f~ - -

~

{

Identified

DiapoaitiOll Received~
I,' Re]ected~_
lJ'''W~~Reportel__....;;..---==--~....:::~:..:..;;;;;.... _

,.,',,, FEB 0 2 119~D ..... ,.;. . .;,;;.;.;..

OIVISI()NS:INCUJDIIIlO:

• "AOIO ~ It)INllfIlING • RAM·PltOE • T1iL&GI.OIAL ....UNTlNcr •· -~LePHONe
& MAI"T: ~NCI Co. CO~MUNICATIONS ANSWER" SEAvrCE. INC.

2025 13T!o; .... , "aaT • P. 0. lOX 1780 • UHLAND. I(INTUCKY '1105-1780
1·806·32'·1""M '·3CM-3'3·IAAM 1·306-U2-1RAM
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KENNETH E. HARDMAN, P. C.

01" COUNSEL.

I.AW OFFICES OF

KNOPF & BURXA
2033 '" STREET, N. W.

SUITE 400

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036

(202) 18S-8200

writer's Direct Dial:
(202) 223-3772

April 3, 1991

OR\G\NAL
TEL.ECOPtER (202) 331-0174

NARYLANO Ol'I"CE

8101 GEORGIA AVENUE

SUITE 200

SIL.VER SPRING, NO 20.10

Mr. Richard J. Shiben, Chief
Land Mobile and Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W., Room 5202
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Shiben:

In our meeting yesterday, I understood you and Mr. Joyce to say
that there is no rule limiting the duration of private carrier
paging transmissions to three minutes at a time. The rule which I
had in mind is Section 9Q.483(d), which states, in pertinent part:

A timer must be installed at the base station transmitter
which limits communications to three (3) minutes. After
three (3) minutes, the system must close down, with all
circuits between the base station and the public switch
telephone network disconnected.

I would appreciate your clarification of what this rule means in
the RAM/Capitol situation, especially in light' of your injunction
to both parties to operate in strict compliance with. the rules,
There is apparently some considerable confusion on this matter,
because I am also advised that NABER informed Capitol during the
coordination process that this rule required it to limit base
transmissions to three minutes at a time.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

:;:;:::l!~.r~.~,~~~~
KENNETH E. HARDMAN, P.C.

cc: Frederick M. Joyce, Esquire
Carol Fox Foelak, Esquire
Jerold Feldman, Esquire
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

May 14, 1991

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Kenneth E. Hardman, P.C.
Knopf & Burka
2033 M Street, N.W.
Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Hardman:

You have made inquiry about our interpretation of the "three minute rule",
Section 90.483(d). Section 90.483 deals exclusively with interconnected
systems of communications. The three minute rule is directed specifically to
the situation of interconnected service and its purpose is to limit the length
of interconnected calls in order to minimize the likelihood of channel
congestion. From our understanding of the RAM and Capitol paging systems as
discussed at the April 2, 1991 meeting, it appears that these systems are not
interconnected and that, therefore, Section 90.483 would not apply.

This is not to say, however, that there are no restrictions in the Rules
pertaining to how paging systems are to share their channels with other users.
Specifically, Section 90.173(b) requires licensees to cooperate in the use of
frequencies in order to reduce interference and make the most effective use of
the authorized facilities. Section 90.403(c) requires that each licensee
restrict all transmissions to the minimum practical transmission time and
employ an efficient operating procedure designed to maximize the utilization of
the spectrum. And Section 90.403(e) requires that licensees take reasonable
precautions to avoid causing harmful interference, including but not limited to
monitoring the transmitting frequency for communications in progress.

It should be clear from these various rule sectioDs that liceDsees are expected
to cooperate fully in the use of shared channels by taking all reasonable
precautions not to cause haraful interference to other transmissions and to use
the spectrum in an efficient manner.

Copy To: Mr. Frederick M Joyce, Esquire

00000.2
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